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....... ~. c.wrunents in Response 10 localism Notice ofProposed Rulemaking
MB Docket No. 04-233

~_ .. I submitthe following comments in response 10 the localism Notice ofProposed Rulemaking (the
NPRM)/ released Jan. 24, 2008, in MB DocketNo. 04-233.

Any new FCC roles, po\1des or procedures mustnotviolate Fir.;tAmendmentrights. A numberof
proposals discussed in the NPRM, ifenacted, would do so and must not be adopted.

(1) The FCC must not force radio S'lations, especially religious broadcasters, to 'lake advice from
people who do notshare their values. The NPRMs proposed advisolY board proposals would impose such
unconstitutional mandates. Religious broadcasters who resist advice from those who don tshare their
values could face increased harassment complaints and even loss of license for choosing 'to follow their own
consciences, rather than allowing incompatible viewpoints to shape their programming. The First
-Amendment prohibits-govemmen~ inch:rding 'ltte FCC, from dictating whafviewpofn1S a broadcaster,' -
particularly a religious broadcaster, mustpresent

(2) The FCC mustnot1Um every radio S'lation into a public forum where anyone and everyone has
righ1S to air time. Proposed public access requirements would do so even if a religious broadcaster
consc1entipusly objects to the message. The FirstAmendmentforbids imposition of message delivery
mandates on any religion.

(3). The FCC mustnotforce revelation ofspecific editorial decision-making information. The choice
. ofprograr;nming, especially religious programming, is notproperly dictated by any govemmentagency and
P~P9~~ls: tQ,rorcae repo,jing on such things as who produced what programs would intrude on
cbJs1jtuti<:inlJllyiJroteetetl editDriaI choices.

(4) The FCC must notes1.ablish a two-tiered renewal system in which certain licensees would be
automatically barred from routine renewal application processing. The proposed mandaiory special renewal

- . --- - - -review-ofcertain-ElaS$~-appli~!11s-by-~e-CQmmi$sioners--theliJlSE!Iv~Quld-amQunt-to;coerciQn-af-.
religici>~$' bf9adq,asterS~'ThG~e ,whb stay iNa' to their consciences ~ali1d IJresijntonlY1hemessag~~ iffiey
QOrTes,Ptmd to their belIefs could face long, expensive and potenti?JllY ruinous renewal proceedings.

(5) ,Mali\Y Cht;istian broadcasters operate on tight budge1s, as do many smaller marketsecular
s1tatiolts. KeePlIlQ the 'electriciW flowirng is often a challenge. Ye~ the Commission proposes to further
sliltl@t;lze niche and smaller marketbroadcasters, by sUbstmtially raising costs in two ways: (a) by requiring
s1aff· j:)resence whenever a station is on the air and, (b) by further restricting main studio location choices.
Raiiingcosts with these proposals would force service cutbacks and curtailed service is contJary to the
public ip.terest
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